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1. The LACTCC vigorously protests the failure of the

Motor Carrier Radio Service. It submits its comments in response

proposed new rules to provide for the licensing of cooperatives.

There is no justification for this.

TheyCooperatives create spectrum efficiency.a.

allow the maximum utilization of scarce frequencies.

b. Cooperatives also operate in the public interest

by allowing compatible users to share channel space.

c. Terminating the licenses of LACTCC will be unnec­

essarily disruptive to existing use~s who have banded together

into a cooperative to obtain the advantage of pooled buying pow
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The Los Angeles County Transportation Communications Cooper­

ative (LACTCC) is a non-profit organization, licensed in the

to the Commission's Notice of proposed Rule Making in these

proceedings.
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and economies of scale. They obtain technical expertise and

services that they could not obtain on their own. For example,

cooperatives can provide members with interchangeable radios,

purchases in bulk, and centralized maintenance from technicians

familiar with their equipment. All these benefits become much

more difficult for individual users to achieve without a coopera­

tive.

d. Cooperatives promote competition by contracting

with suppliers of maintenance, radios and various systems, they

equalize bargaining power between the consumers and suppliers of

radio services.

2. The proposed new rules also have serious technical

problems.

a. The 1996 date for channel splitting is far too

early. The entire program should be delayed until 2004 or later,

to allow only one equipment change. Two equipment changes are

very expensive and oppressive, and will obsolete all existing

radio equipment.

b. No channel splitting should be approved until it

can be conclusively demonstrated that the necessary narrow band

equipment exists and that reliable communications are proven in

such narrow bandwidths.

c. The power restrictions are too severe. Adding

additional base stations and relays will dramatically increase

costs, and use additional spectrum for control links.
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1
d. The power reduction proposal will have an unfa-

2
vorable environmental impact, by requiring additional sites on
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